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REMARKS 

Introduction 

The present application has been carefully studied and amended in view of 
the outstanding Office Action dated December 1, 2005, and reconsideration of that 
Action is requested in view of the following comments. 
Status of claims 

Claims 1 to 11 have been examined on the merits. 

Following the restriction requirement which has been made final in the present 
Official Action, Applicants affirm the provisional election of the invention of Group I, 
Claims 1 to 8 and 11. 

Claims 9 and 10 have been withdrawn from consideration as pertaining to a 
non-elected invention. 

Claims 1 to 8 and 1 1 have been amended. Claim 12 has been added. 

Support for amended Claim 1 is found at page 3, lines 10 to 13, and at page 
7, lines 20 to 24 and lines 26 and 27. 

Claims 2 to 5 and 7 have been amended accordingly to be directed to 
aqueous dispersions of at least partly neutralized resins ABC. 

Claim 6 has been amended to depend on claim 1 , and to further define the 
epoxy resins A as being derived from bisphenol A or bisphenol F which is disclosed 
at page 5, lines 4 to 13. Similarly, new claim 12 has been introduced which discloses 
the same preferred basis for the epoxy resins B. 
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Process claim 8 is now directed to the preparation of the aqueous dispersion 
of at least partly neutralized resin ABC and thus includes the steps of neutralizing 
and dispersing in water, as disclosed at page 3, lines 10 to 13, and at page 7, lines 
20 to 24 and lines 26 and 27. 

Claim 11 is directed to the preparation of a coating on a base metal sheet 
which has been described in the specification at page 8, lines 5 to 10, where an 
aqueous dispersion of the partly neutralized adduct ABC is prepared as disclosed by 
original claim 11 and at page 8, lines 8 to 10 and lines 5 to 6. 

No new matter has therefore been introduced, and entry of the amended 
claims is respectfully requested. 
The Office Action 
Restriction Requirement 

The election of the invention of group I, claim 1 to 8, and 11, is affirmed. 
Election of Species Requirement 

For the purpose of prosecution on the merits, the following species are 
elected: 

for epoxy resins A, those represented by epoxy resins E1 on page 10 of the 
specification derived from a mixture of bisphenol A diepoxide EP1 and flexibilized 
Cardanol diepoxide EP3, as described at page 9, lines 1 to 3 and lines 7 to 9 of the 
specification, 

for epoxy resins B, those represented by bisphenol A diepoxide EP1 
for phosphorus derived acid, ortho phosphoric acid H 3 P0 4 . 
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Rejection under 35 U. S. C.§112 

Claims 6 and 11 have been rejected under 35 U. S. C. 112 , second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for not particularly pointing out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicants regard as the invention. 

It is believed that by virtue of the amendments made to these claims, all 
objections under 35 U. S. C. 112, second paragraph have been rendered moot. 

Claim 6 now has been made dependent on claim 1, and therefore contains all 
limitations of claim 1, including the definition of epoxy resin A. 

Claim 1 1 now is directed to a method of use of the aqueous dispersion of at 
least partly neutralized resins ABC to form a coating on sheets of base metal as 
disclosed at page 8, lines 5 to 10. 
Rejection under 35 U. S. C. 102 (b) 

Claims 1 to 8 have also been rejected under 35 U. S. C. 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by, or in the alternative, obvious over the Journal of Coatings Technology 
article by Massingill, or the Schneider et al. patent US 4,853,455, or the Japanese 
Patent 07-247,342. 

Amended claim 1 now includes the steps of at least partly neutralizing the 
epoxy resin adduct ABC, and dispersing the at least partly neutralized adduct in 
water. 

These steps are not disclosed in any of the cited references. 
None of the prior art references makes obvious the additional steps of 
neutralizing, and dispersing in water. 
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There is no motivation in any of these documents to formulate a dispersion as 
claimed in claim 1 and the dependent claims. 

It is therefore deemed that the present invention as now particularly pointed 
out and distinctly claimed in amended claim 1 and the other dependent claims as 
prosecuted has neither been anticipated nor been rendered obvious by the cited art, 
and favourable reconsideration is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



CONNOLLY BOVE LODGE AND HUTZ LLP 




Richard M. Beck 
Reg. No. 22,580 
Telephone: 302 658-9141 
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